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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is response to Applicant's Remarks dated 06/1 1 /2007. 

2. Claims 1-30 remain pending. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed on 06/07/2007 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

On page 7 of the Remark's section, Applicant argues that "no conceivable 
combination of Okita et al. and Clauss et al. could disclose the claimed feature of 
'displaying at least one proposed solution to a configuration error'". 

Examiner respectfully disagrees and would like to point to Clauss, paragraph 
[0043], lines 10-16, "This additional information provides the user with information about 
how to recover from the error." 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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5. Claims 1-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Okita et al. US 6,225,998 B1 (hereinafter Okita) in view of Clauss et al. US 
2002/0083377 A1 (hereinafter Clauss). 

Claim 1: 

Okita discloses a method of alerting a user to configuration errors of shapes 
representing software artifacts and displayed on a visual design surface, the method 
comprising: 

(a) displaying an icon next to a shape to represent at least one configuration error 
associated with the shape (see for example column 15, lines 48-66, FIG. 5, item 504, 
and related text); and 

However, Okita fails to disclose a method of alerting a user to configuration errors of 
shapes representing software artifacts and displayed on a visual design surface, the 
method comprising: 

(b) in response to a user selecting the icon, displaying at least one proposed solution to 
a configuration error. 

Clauss in the same analogous art of error handling discloses a method comprising: 
(b) in response to a user selecting the icon, displaying at least one proposed solution to 
a configuration error (see for example page 4, [0043], lines 10-16). 
Therefore, at the time the invention was made it would have been obvious to a person 
of ordinary skill in the art to modify the teachings of Okita to include the method as 
disclosed above in Clauss. One would be motivated to do so to provide more 
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information on the errors located, thus enhancing the system disclosed in Okita (see for 
example page 1 , [0010]). 
Claim 2: 

Okita further discloses the method of claim 1 , further including: 

(c) comparing shape configuration parameters of the shape to configuration parameter 
rules (see for example column 5, lines 41-51). 

Claim 3: 

Okita further.discloses the method of claim 2, wherein the configuration parameter rules 
are selected based on a context in which the shape is being used (see for example 
column 5, lines 26-41 ). 
Claim 4: 

Okita further discloses the method of claim 2, wherein (c) is performed after (a) and 
further including: 

(d) removing the icon when the configuration error no longer exists (see for example 
column 15, lines 48-66). 

Claim 5: 

Okita further discloses the method of claim 2, wherein (c) is repeated periodically (see 
for example column 5, lines 41-51). 
Claim 6: 

Okita further discloses the method of claim 5, wherein (c) is repeated when at least one 
configuration parameter of the shape changes (see for example column 5, lines 41-51). 
Claim 7: 
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Okita further discloses the method of claim 6, wherein (c) is repeated when at least one 
configuration parameter of a shape other than the shape in (a) changes (see for 
example column 5, lines 41 -51 ). 
Claim 8: 

Clauss further discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the at least one proposed 
solution comprises a dialog box (see for example FIGs. 4A, 4B, and related text). 
Claim 9: 

Okita further discloses the method of claim 8, wherein the dialog box prompts a user to 
initialize a variable (see for example column 15, lines 48-66). 
Claim 10: 

Okita further discloses the method of claim 8, wherein the dialog box prompts a user to 
set a configuration parameter (see for example column 15, lines 48-66). 
Claim 11: 

Okita further discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the at least one proposed 
solution comprises a wizard (see for example FIG. 3, item 302, and related text) 
Claim 12: 

Okita further discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the at least one proposed 
solution comprises creating a new design element (see for example column 5 line 57- 
column 6, line 4).. 
Claim 13: 

Okita further discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the at least one proposed 
solution comprises adding a shape (see for example column 6, lines 58-65). 
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Claim 14: 

Okita further discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the at least one configuration 
error comprises a necessary shape that is not connected to the shape in (a) (see for 
example column 15, lines 48-66). 
Claim 15: 

Okita further discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the at least one configuration 
error comprises configuration parameters set in an inconsistent manner (see for 
example column 15, lines 48-66). 
Claim 16: 

Okita further discloses the method of claim 15, wherein the inconsistent configuration 
parameters are configuration parameters of the same shape (see for example column 
15, lines 48-66). 
Claim 17: 

Okita further discloses the method of claim 15, wherein the inconsistent configuration 
parameters are configuration parameters of at least two shapes (see for example 
column 15, lines 2- 14). 
Claim 18: 

Okita discloses a method of alerting a user of configuration errors of shapes 
representing software artifacts and displayed on a visual design surface, the method 
comprising: 



Application/Control Number: 10/618,919 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2192 

(a) displaying an icon next to a container shape to represent at least one configuration 
error with respect to a shape contained within the container shape (see for example 
column 15, lines 48-66, FIG. 5, item 504, and related text); and 

Okita does not disclose a method comprising: 

(b) in response to a user selecting the icon, displaying at least one proposed solution to 
the configuration error. 

However, Clauss in the same analogous art of error handling discloses a method 
comprising: 

(b) in response to a user selecting the icon, displaying at least one proposed solution to 
the configuration error (see for example page 4, [0043], lines 1<m£ and related text). 
Therefore, at the time the invention was made it would have been obvious to a person 
of ordinary skill in the art to modify the teachings of Okita to include the method as 
disclosed above in Clauss. One would be motivated to do so to provide more 
information on the errors located, thus enhancing the system disclosed in Okita (see for 
example page 1 , [001 0]). 

Claim 19: 

Okita further discloses the method of claim 1 8, further including: 

(c) expanding the container shape to display at least the shape contained within the 
container shape (see for example column 15, lines 23-32); and 

(d) displaying the icon next to a shape contained within the container shape and that 
contains the at least one configuration error (see for example column 15, lines 48-66). 
Claim 20: 
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Okita further discloses the method of claim 1 8, wherein the at least one configuration 
error comprises a necessary shape that is not connected to the shape contained within 
the container shape (see for example column 15 lines 48-66). 
Claim 21: 

Okita further discloses the method of claim 18, wherein the at least one configuration 
error comprises configuration parameters set in an inconsistent manner (see for 
example column 1 5, lines 48-66). 
Claim 22: 

Okita further discloses the method of claim 21 , wherein the inconsistent configuration 
parameters are configuration parameters of the same shape (see for example column 
11, lines 53-61). 
Claim 23: 

Okita further discloses the method of claim 21 , wherein the inconsistent configuration 
parameters are configuration parameters of at least two shapes (see for example 
column 1 1 , lines 53-61 ). 
Claim 24: 

Okita discloses a method of alerting a user of configuration errors of shapes 
representing software artifacts and displayed on a visual design surface, the method 
comprising: 

(a) comparing shape configuration parameters of a shape to configuration parameter 
rules to identify configuration errors (see for example column 15, lines 48-64); 
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(b) determining a common error that causes the identified configuration errors (see for 
example column 1 5, lines 48-64); 

(c) displaying an icon next to a shape to represent the configuration errors (see for 
example column 15, lines 48-64, FIG. 5, item 504, and related text). 

Okita fails to disclose a method comprising: 

(d) in response to a user selecting the icon, displaying at least one proposed solution to 
the common error. 

However, Clauss in the same analogous art of error handling discloses a method 
comprising: 

(d) in response to a user selecting the icon, displaying at least one proposed solution to 
the common error (see for example page 4, [0043], lines 1/M(f and related text). 
Therefore, at the time the invention was made it would have been obvious to a person 
of ordinary skill in the art to modify the teachings of Okita to include the method as 
disclosed above in Clauss. One would be motivated to do so to provide more 
information on the errors located, thus enhancing the system disclosed in Okita (see for 
example page 1, [0010]). 
Claim 25: 

Okita further discloses the method of claim 24, wherein the at least one proposed 
solution comprises setting a configuration parameter (see for example column 5, lines 
26-41). 
Claim 26: 
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Okita further discloses the method of claim 24, wherein the at least one proposed 
solution comprises creating a new design element (see for example column 5 line 57- 
column 6, line 4). 
Claim 27: 

Okita further discloses the method of claim 24, wherein the at least one proposed 
solution comprises adding a shape (see for example column 6, lines 58-65). 
Claim 28: 

Okita further discloses the method of claim 24, wherein the common error comprises a 
necessary shape that is not connected to the shape in (a) (see for example column 15, 
lines 48-66). 
Claim 29: 

Okita discloses in a computer system (see for example FIG. 1, and related text) having 
a graphical user interface including a display and a user interface selection device, a 
method of indicating configuration errors of elements displayed on a visual design 
surface and representing software artifacts, the method comprising: 

(a) displaying a plurality of the elements on the design surface (see for example FIG. 4, 
and related text); 

(b) displaying an icon next to an element to identify a configuration error associated with 
the element (see for example column 15, lines 48-66). 

Okita fails to disclose in a computer system, the method comprising: 

(c) in response to a command from the interface selection device, displaying at least 
one proposed solution to the configuration error. 



Application/Control Number: 10/618,919 Page 11 

Art Unit: 2192 

However, Clauss in the same analogous art of error handling discloses in a computer 
system (see for example FIG. 1, and related text), a method comprising: 
(c) in response to a command from the interface selection device, displaying at least 
one proposed solution to the configuration error (see for example page 4, [0043], lines 
11-12, and related text). 

Therefore, at the time the invention was made it would have been obvious to a person 
of ordinary skill in the art to modify the teachings of Okita to include the method as 
disclosed above in Clauss. One would be motivated to do so to provide more 
information on the errors located, thus enhancing the system disclosed in Okita (see for 
example page 1, [0010]). 
Claim 30: 

Okita discloses a computer readable medium (see for example FIG. 1 , and related text) 
containing computer executable instructions for causing a computer system to perform 
the steps comprising: 

(a) displaying on a design surface a plurality of shapes representing software artifacts 
(see for example FIG. 4, and related text); 

(b) displaying an icon next to a shape to represent at least one configuration error 
associated with the shape (see for example FIG. 5, item 504, and related text). 
Okita fails to disclose a computer readable medium comprising: 

(c) in response to a user selecting the icon, displaying at least one proposed solution to 
a configuration error. 
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However, Clauss in the same analogous art of error handling discloses a computer 
readable medium (see for example FIG. 1, item 640, and related text) comprising: 
(c) in response to a command from the interface selection device, displaying at least 
one proposed solution to the configuration error (see for example FIGs. 4A, 4B, and 
related text). 

Therefore, at the time the invention was made it would have been obvious to a person 
of ordinary skill in the art to modify the teachings of Okita to include the method as 
disclosed above in Clauss. One would be motivated to do so to provide more 
information on the errors located, thus enhancing the system disclosed in Okita (see for 
example page 1, [0010]). 

Conclusion 

6. Applicant's Remarks filed on 06/07/2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry of a general nature of relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed tot eh TC 2100 Group receptionist whose telephone 
number is (571)272 2100. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll free). 
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